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not require the help of another vifesa over it.226 More-
over, if it requires another mfesa, then the very aim of
its existence becomes frustrated. Hence, the view is
rejected as groundless.

Again, it may be asked here: Would not the sdmdnya
(generality) serve the purpose of the quiddity? The
reply is in the negative, for the following reasons:

1. The sdmdnya inheres both in eternal and non-
eternal objects, while the vifesa does not subsist in
non-eternal things.

2. Again, the sdmdnya does not exist in substances
alone but also In qualities and motions, while the
Wfesa inheres only in eternal substances.

3. A single sdmdnya subsists in innumerable objects
belonging to one particular class and differentiates one
class of objects from another, while the wfesa inheres
independently in each and every eternal substance and
differentiates one single individual from another.

4. The existence of sdmdnya depends upon a
common notion depending upon many objects, while
no such notion is required for the existence of a
vifesa.

5. The sdmdnya is an object of direct perception,
while the other is only inferential.

6. The vifesa i? meant for those eternal substances
also wherein the sdmdnya does not exist, such as, Akaca^
Kdia and Dik.

These points of difference show that these are two
distinct categories and one cannot be substituted for
the other.

Similarly, the pdkaja-vicesa cannot be a substitute
for the antya-vifesa on the ground that the former belongs
to the earthly paramdnus alone and that there is no
such differentiating nature in it, while the latter is parti-
cularly meant for differentiating one eternal substance
from another.

226 ppBha., pp. 321-22.